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Mohaminadans of India governed by customs foreign
to their laws of inheritance. The inference must,
therefore, be that the Mohammadan law of succession
is unfavourable, at least in India, to the development
of capital and the preservation of property.

I have, indeed, been long of opinion that the decline
of the Mohammadans of India, if not elsewhere, is prin-
cipally due to the compulsory subdivision of a man's
property after his death. In no Mohammadan country
have means been ever found to evolve a constitutional
form of government. The compulsory division of
property prevents the formation of a territorial aris-
tocracy, and there is no power capable of controlling
the sovereign. His authority being unlimited, he
feels no necessity of calling a parliament of represen-
tatives either to impose taxes or to alter laws. As
is inevitable in a hereditary form of government, good
sovereigns are much fewer than bad, and the country
declines after a certain stage of progress.

The absence of a territorial aristocracy also leaves
the country exposed to foreign invasions. There is
no power capable of organising a national resistance, or
assisting the sovereign against the attacks of enemies^
So that the subdivision of property affects the coun-
try, both as regards its own internal development and
its relation to neighbouring countries; both as regards
national progress .and national independence.

The same results are appearing in India, though
the shape they take is necessarily different. Mo-